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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

1. Claims 4, 11 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claims 4, 11 and 15, the phrase " approximately 2.4 gigahertz" 
renders the claim indefinite because it is unclear whether the limitation(s) following the 
phrase are part of the claimed invention. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed In the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

2. Claim 1-3, 8-10 and 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Croome et al. (Pub. No. 2004/0014423). 

Consider claim 1, Croome teaches a method for securing a wireless 
communication medium using a Subscriber Identity Module (SIM) card, comprising: 
determining a SIM card insertion and if so accessing SIM data and transmitting the SIM 
data to a base station for comparison with a local copy of authorized user data file; 
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granting mobile unit access to base station if the information matches and otherwise 
indicating an access failure (Page 1 , Paragraphs [0005-0009], teach SIM card which 
install in mobile phone and authorization for grant access when pin are matching). 

Consider claims 2-3, 9-10 and 13-14, Croome teaches the method of claim 1 , 
wherein the medium conforms to an 802. 11 /Bluetooth specification (Page 1, 
Paragraphs [0003-0004], Page 5, Paragraph [00^4]). 

Consider claims 8 and 12, Croome teaches a method for data transmission over 
first and second media that overlaps in frequency, comprising: securing access using a 
SIM card (Page 8, Paragraph [0075]); selecting one of the first and second media as a 
common medium; instructing transceivers for the first and second media to 
communicate only through the common medium (Page 8, Paragraphs [0070-0075], 
Fig.lA, No. 1104 and No. 104 Illustrate as first and second media which including 
transceivers communicate only through the common medium as No. 1002). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 4, 11, 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Croome et al. (Pub. No. 2004/0014423) in view of Melaku et al. (Pub. No. 



Application/Control Number: 10/690,265 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2683 

2003/0144793). 

Consider claims 4, 11 and 15, Croome teaches the limitation of claims ad 
discuss above but fail to teach the method of claim 1 , wherein the medium is at 
approximately 2.4 gigahertz. 

In an analogous art, Melaku teaches "Wireless personalized self-service 
network". Further, Melaku teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the medium is at 
approximately 2.4 gigahertz. (Page 3, Paragraph [0039], Page 4, Paragraph [0045]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time that the invention was made 
that person having ordinary skill in the art to modify Croome and Melaku system, such 
that the medium is at approximately 2.4 gigahertz, to provide means for capable of 
operate in short range or local area communication. 

Consider claim 16, Melaku teaches the method of claim 12, wherein a packet is 
initially transmitted at the highest rate supported by both media (Page 3, Paragraphs 

[0040-0041]), 

Consider claim 17, Melaku teaches the method of claim 16, further comprising 
retrying the packet at the next lower rate if the packet is not successfully acknowledged 
(Page 3, Paragraphs [0039-0041]). 

4. Claims 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Croome et al. (Pub. No. 2004/0014423) in view of Melaku et al. (Pub. No. 
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2003/0144793) and further view of Raffel et al. (Patent No. 6,61 1,692). 

Consider claim 5, Croome and Melaku teach the limitation of claim as discuss 
above but fail to teach the method of claim 1 , further comprising: (a) determining a 
desired level of service; and (b) dynamically adjusting a number of time slots assigned 
to the medium during the transmission to remain within limits of said desired level of 
service. 

In an analogous art, Raffel teaches "Cordless cellular system", Further, Raffel 
teaches the method of claim 1, further comprising: (a) determining a desired level of 
service (C6, L59-67, C7, L1-51); and (b) dynamically adjusting a number of time slots 
assigned to the medium during the transmission to remain within limits of said desired 
level of service (C9, L61-67, CIO, LI -20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time that the invention was made 
that person having ordinary skill in the art to modify Croome, Melaku and Raffel system, 
such that determining a desired level of service and number of time slots assigned to 
the medium during the transmission to remain within limits of said desired level of 
service, to provide means for the users the slot available during transmission. 

Consider claim 6, Raffel teaches the method of claim 5, wherein the dynamic 
adjusting comprises: determining available time-slot resources; detecting the medium 
that fails to meet said desired level of service; allocating the medium to a configuration 
having a additional time slots (C9, L1-24), transmitting an additional channel 
assignment message including information on the allocated configuration with the 
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additional time slots (C10, L21-63). 

Consider claim 7, Raffel teaches the method of claim 5, further comprising 
instructing transceivers to communicate only in their newly allocated time-slots (C9, L1- 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kiet Doan whose telephone number is 571-272-7863, 
The examiner can normally be reached on Sam - 5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Trost can be reached on 571-272-7872. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



18). 



Conclusion 
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